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Mlssﬂe defenSe; swlds VS. swerds

ByTom Allen .
; resident - George W

| © national ‘missile: de
‘ .. fense: (NMD), . He -has
oﬁe ad ne speciﬁcs oh his plan, no

-cest esthnates,rand ‘has not-inélud-

' buda
more money for this project, we

rovision -for NMD in his
;' béfore we allocate any

. need answers to thesé questions;

-Can missile defense technology -

| be proven to work reliably.and con-

sistently? Is NMD & proportiona)-

. respgtise to 4. credible threat? Will

the gystem improve our ‘gverall

national secﬁrlty? What ‘are its
costs, and how will it be paid for? -

Here’s what we know so far. Hit- -
ting a'missilé with a missjle poses
enormous, ‘perhaps - insurmount-

able, technological challenges,

including: the task of - distinguish- -

ing decoys'from warheads. The
president

Bush has, announced‘

that - he. ‘intends’ ‘to

W move forward.quickly -
* with development ofa:

repeated test failures He also

** wants to speed:up deploythent of an
. ipterim ship-based . system, thus

skipping essential testing, : = -
We know that even if this shield

works, it would be full of holes, -
NMD is intended to detect, inter-
cept and destroy isolated ballistic

missiles fired by accident or by

~“rogue” mnations before they: hit
‘their target. The s; stem would be
defenseless;:
‘uhitraceable and more likely non-

‘missile ways to deliver, Weapous of -

aga nst ‘chéaper,

mass destruction by these same

etiemies, A:recent Mjke Peters

cartoon thocks ' this fatal flaw:

“This. system,” a gerieral says to,
" an aghast Mr. Bush, “Is guaran- .
teed 1o .stop enythmg except, of -

course, some wacko with a nuke
in a Ryder truck.” -
-Moveover, like any shield NMD

will encoyrage the building of more "
. swords, Our allies rightly fear mis-
‘sile defense will provoke a renewed.
race to. develop ‘offensive arms that .
_can overcome the system. '
uld invest’ ‘in this ew.
‘system -
“ despite.

The ‘administration’s. plan, to

‘abrogate the Anti-Ballistic Missile
- Treaty first and come up with
.. details of amissile shield second, is
” . the most antagonistic of all possi--
ble approaches ‘with Russia. -

Instead, we -should negotiate

. changes to the ABM Treaty with
:Russia: Unilateralism and abap-
- donment of arms control through
.- multilateral, verifiable treaties.
S will undermlne the very stability *.
- and’security NMD purports to
" nations, he '
Flnally, and of most,‘

enhance

“fmmediate " concern,

“l“we khow that the

NMD's - stagger-.
ing cost inev

itably would

gotia--

end -

. funds from: other rograms; Par-
'+ tibularly valnerab]

-are othey mil-
itary projecte With rumors that

“the "DD-21. program may be
shélved, and. an ‘expected Navy

budget.that cuts DDG-51 procure-

.ment,. ‘New England shipyard
: workers may soon feel the effects

of this crusade for missile
defense. Indeed, as -the presi-
dent’s “massive. tax cuts, take

. effect, deficit spending or, painful
- cuts' in existing domestic . pro-
. grams may also be: necessary.to

pay for missile defense; = * .
When President Clinton advocat-
ed a limited NMD, I voiced similar

-concerns. I am now more skeptical,

of the wisdom of proceeding, par-

‘ticularly on the hasty timetable the
. president has suggested. - :."

President Bush has embraged a.
more ambitious proposal, which
swells NMD's ‘estimated.cost from
$60 billion, for a ground-based sys-

‘tem, to at least $100-billion, for one

that adds sea--and space-hased
components. Thege funds are not
in the. presuient’s own. lwear
budget. It is irresponsible {or the
administration to ask Americans
to. invest in a concept. without

‘baing forthright about its cests to
‘taxpayers.

I'want to know
why at the same
time President -
Bush is urging:
missile de-
fense aimed. - .-
at “rogue” "

has termi.
nated ne-

tions to
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